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How U.S.

By ERIK BERT

With cach escalation of the Viet-
‘pam war the White House made
"additional cfforts to strangle the
.anguished cries for peace that had
been uttered by the people of Indo-
china. . .
. This is revealed in brutal detail
‘in the New York Times publica-,
ion of the secret Defense Depart-
ment history of the Vietnam war.
~ 'The stage was sct by John Fos-
‘ter’ Dulles. Eisenhower’s Secre--
tary of State, in the mid-1950s. He
ruptured the Geneva accords of -
1954 which had chded the French
_colonialist war in Indochina by
ordering U.S. military personnel,
into South Vietnam in the guise
of “advisers.” * - '

y-. Only part of the 'no-_neg;otiaiion,

*no-peace eiforts are contained in

the documents made public. Part,

_ of the story still lies buried in the
Truman, Risenhower, Kenncdy,
and Johnson private files and li-
braries. Parl was never commnit-
ted to writing. - :

On Dec. 21, 1963, Robert S. Me-
Namara, Secretary of Defense,
warned President Johnson, after
a:trip to South Vietnam a few
days earlier, that the “situation,
is very disturbing.” . '
“Current trends,” he said,
“unless reversed in the next 2-3
1onths will lead to ncutralization
at best dnd more likely to a Com-
“munist-controlled state.”” _

McNamara ‘said that *Viet
Cong progress has been very great
during the period since the coup,”

that is, since President Ngo Dinh’

Diem was assassinated, probably
atU.S. instigation. -

“The Viet Cong now control
cery high proportions of the peo-
.ple in certain key provinces, par-
ticularly those dircetly south and
j.,wcst of Saigon,” he said. The pic-
. tgrc was “gloomy,” he added.
. _Three months later, on March
16, 1964, McNamara advised John-

.son that escalalion of the war '

“‘would involve ‘“the problem of
dealing with the pressures for
premature... negotiations.”
Rebuffing the pressures for
negotiation -was part of the pre-
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" On Aug. 11, 1564, a week after

for two
: Indoching peace efrork:

The ‘“‘domino” doctrine was a

Tonkin Gulf, William Bundy, As fraud.

sistant Secretary of State for East-
ern Affairs, sct down, in a mem-
oranduny, “Next Courses of Action
in Southeast Asia,” an “essential”’
element of U.S. policy:

“yWe raust continue to Oppost’
any Victnam conference, and
must play the prospect of a Laos
confercnce very carcfully.” Nego-

. tiation should be undertaken only

with “continued military pres-
sure”’ to ‘‘achieve our objectives,”
he said. L

Negotiations should be con-
sidered only as an accompani-,
ment. of military victory. That
was theline. -~ -~ .~ .

Admiral Grant. Sharp, com-
mander of Paciiic forces, in a
cablegram to the Joint Chiefs of
Staff on Aug. 17, 1964, said:

«p confercnce to include Viet-
nara, before we have ,overcome
the insurgency would... represent
a defeat for the United States.”

Bundy outlined, in his Aug. 11,
1864 memorandum, the military

“escalation to be undertaken be-

tween the following September
and December. o
During this escalation Buidy
said, “We should continue absol-
utely opposed to any (peace) con-
ference.” : :
A major propaganda weapon
in the war was the so-called ““dom-
ino” theory which held that if the
U.S. did not conquer in South Viet-
nam, .it would suffer ‘defeat’
throughout the world.
 Gen. Maxwell D. Taylor, chair-
man of the Joint Chicls of Staff, in
2 mernorandumn to Robert McNam-
ara, Defense Secretary, on Jan..
92. 1054, listed the “dorninos':’
Laos, Cambodia, and Thailand;
«Burma, India, Tndonesia, Malay-
sia, Japan, Taiwan, the Republic

" of Korea, and the Republic of the
Philippines;” and Africa and Lal-

in America.
When McNamara on March 16,

passed the “dominos’ on to Pres-

ident Johnson, he added Australia
_and New Zealand and Japan as al-
so * threatened in -case the U.S.
failed to conquer.
On the following day the Nation-

-expanded by McNarnara. =™

President Johnson knew it.

Johnson knew it because he had
checked with the Central Intelli-
gence Ageney and the CIA said it
was not valid. - .

In June 1864, Johnson asked the
Cla: . : oo
“yweuld the rest of Southeast
Asia necessarily fall if Laos and
South Vietnam came under North
Vietnamese control?” .

The CIA replied on June 9:

“With the possible exception of
Cambodia it is likely that no na-
tion in the area would quickly suc-
cumb to Cornmunism as the result
of the fall of T.aos and South Viet-
nam. Furthermore, & continuation
of the spread of Commuuism in
{he arca would not he inexorable,
and any spread which did occur
would take time--time in which

{he total situation might change .

in any nwnber of ways unfavor-
able to the Conmunist cause.”
(The CIA spoke prophetically,

in one respect. In 1955-65, one-half
million Indoncsians were slaugh-

Ctered in an sonti-Communist ’

crusade.)
Neil Sheehan, New York Times
reporter, in an analytical article
accompanying the first exposure
of the sceret documents, said:
~ The . Defense  Department
“study shows that the President
and his senior officials’ were not
inclined to adjust policy along the
lines of this (CIA) analysis chal-
lenging the domino theory.” ‘
The “dormino’" theory was false,
the CIA had told the President, in
response to his request. He de-
.cided to disregard the answer and

" to intensify the war.

As Bedrick Swmith, another New
York Times reporter wrote, the
“ra?icnale for policy, the domino
theory—that is if South Vietaam
fell, other countries would inevit-
ably foliow — was repeated in end-

less variations for nearly two dec- .

ades” - . N .
“The Administrations followed a
single imperialist policy,

‘domino' theory served all of

‘them.

In his memorarndum to Johnson,

ou
“pivotal position... in our world-

decades squelched

the.
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ey Rusk Aide |
Spurned by Top
" ‘A; Lo .‘ . ‘": X '. ’ .

Kennedy Council

© 0 RY STUART ML LOORY -
SRR Timas. Staft Writer

" WASHINGTON-"Advized lor the
first time that the -Unifed States
faced a- can't-win_situation In the
Vietnam ‘war, President John I,
Kennedy's National Security Coun-
cilin August, 1963, rejectetl the vee-
émmendation of 2 State Department
_expert on Vietnam to pull cut honer-
~ably, the Pentagon's top:sccret “hig-
tory of the war shows. .
: lnstead, Secretary of State Dean
Rusk put down such talk from one
of his subordinates as "speculative,”
-saying: L ‘
. "1t would be far better for us to
é‘._tart on the firi basis of two things
~that we will not pull out of Viet-
na.m-}mtxl the wal is won,-and that
we will not run a coup." o
.+ Overvuled Expert Naméd
- The expert overruled by Rusk was
Paul M. Kattenburg,. then head of
thre State Department’s Vietnam
Working Group. who had dealt with
President Ngo Dinh Diem of South
Vietnam for 10 years,” Then-Vice
President Lyndon B, Johnson and
Secretary of Defenze Robert 8. Mc~
Namara, among other important of-
ficials, backed Rusk's view, the ac-
-count says. ST L
. ;'l‘h_le veport on the session, held at
the State Department and chaired
by Rusk in President ” Kennedy's
_2baence, ig contained in a memoran-
"dum written hy Matvine Mai Gen.
Vietor C. Krulak, then the FPenta
gon's top
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Krulak's memorkhdum iz included

in_ previously unpublished sections
of the report that The
‘tained. The scctions zre from the
came Penfagon study that were the
subject . of previous stories in the
New York Times, Washington Post
and FRoslon Globe, 1t was prepared
by a team of Pentagon analysts un-
der a directive {rom MeNamarva-in
1968. The analysts had " access to
documents only on file in the De-
‘fense Department. The analysts did
not have access to the complete files
at the White House or State Depart-,
,ment. . R T
. The meeting Krulak describes was
called -as- a
"here" session after a group of Saizon
zenerals failed to hring off a coup.
against the increasingly unpopular
. yegime headed by Diem. T
I'he meeting was a key session in
the period from May to No-
vember, 1963, during
which non-Communist op-
position to the Diem re-
cime grew rapidly and
eventually boiled over into,
the overthrow of Diem and
the assasgination of him
and his brother Ngo Dinh
Nhu on Nov. 2. ) !
““During the National Se-
curity Council session,
Kattenburg advanced the
suggestion that, in Kru-
tak's words, "At this junc-
ture it would be hetter for
us to make the decision to
get_out honorably.”
The complete text of
Krulak's report on Katten-
burg's presentation said: -
A Kattenburg stated
that as recently as last
Thursday it was the helief
of Ambassador (HMenry Ca-
bot) Lodge (Jr.) that, if we
undertake to live with this

- yepressive regime, with its '

strect

bayonets at every
gparent

‘corner and its tran
tions with _puppet

Timés has ob- |

"whele-do-we-go-front-

.

ponzes (Buddhist monks)
we are golng to be throw:
oul of the country in siy

months. )
. Would Not Separate

' *He stated that at thi
“juncture it would he het
ter for us to make the decl
sion 1o get out honorably
He wenl on to say that,
having heen acquainted
Jvith Diem for 10 years, he
‘was decply disappointed
in him, saying that he will
not separate. from his
brother. It was Katten-
burg's view that Diem will
get little support frow the
military*‘and, as time goes
~on. he will get Jess and less
support- and the country
will go steadily downhill.
"Gen. (Maxwell D.) Tay-
lor (then chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Stafl)
asked  what® Kattenburg
incant when he said that
we would ke forced out of
Vietnam within six
months.  Kaltenburg re-
plied that in from six
months to a year, as pcu-
ple sce we are losing the
qwar, they will gradually
go Lo the other side and we
will he obliged to leave.
.. Rusk dismissed the view
and McNamara agreed,
Rusk then went on to say
ihere was "good proof,” in
forulak's term, that the war
was being won. Lyndon
Johnson agreed, . gaying
ihat "from both a practical
and a political viewpoint,
it would be a disaster 1o
pull out; that we should *
stop playing cops and rob-
hers and get back to talk-
ing straight to the GVN
{Saigon government) . and
that we should once again
Yo about 'winning the
Avar." S

i

) Sharply Critical
* The Pentagon report on
the mceting was sharply
“eritical of the delibera-
“tipns. It spoke of the offi-
“ejals' "rambling jnahility’
to focus the problem, in-
deed 1o reach common
agreement on the nature of
1he problem.” '
* The report continues:
v "More im portantly,
howetver, the meeting is
e first recorded occasion

e

geney. -

ﬁzf')pert on counterinsur- negotia j
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g0 much “has been sald o oL e © T READING  further into )

;ébout 501%1112?1103’1 ylans By Williara Sumner — the Times-Post-Globe-and- =

vring the scat ered pubil- e b W D - sun-Times reports one can el AP v v
cations of {7 1. .‘Ed”o.r‘“le"HaJ_mh- -see that President Johnson e 1»
‘the Pentar o . . . had several contingency b
gon Papers lying about it can lead to- plans to deal with, most of .t
o Victiam paranoia. The only one I them bad. The only heroes ) f
that it has. ! know who can play -this  to emerge so far are former ' b

‘been. neces-
sary to de-
fine a con-
tingency. It
is an unfore- |

game to the hilt without Undersecretary George
~ going mad is Dr. Herman Ball and the Central Intel- /
Kahn, who plays nuclc—:_ar_lf- ligence Agency (CIA) of
manship in an entertaliing » aiop Tf the LTS
way that demonstrates, i PQLL{I}WU 'e-i};:;g”i“:'fm_._
seen  occur- i nally -~ although his many "tod“ Eéijlnc':ilf": 2 Jo url
. H . st iag AUAT ite eled, 1bile [ 12 tae CLat
ence or, - liberal crities never qil Niswpoints of tha €
quoting Webster's still, calchon —the impossibility and, . perhaps, - h CsuDer-
“something liable to happen of war. . hawk fturned dove who:or-
-as an adjunct to something.  Of course he would argue  gered the sudy in 1887,
else. that point. War is entirely  Tohert MieNamara. Bubas
We can also add to the possible, and war of WAy  you read, stowly. through
definition, I think: We can degrees His most obvious N A . ve
CLHULOM, - L ¢ Ggrees, s 5V L the unedited docurents yol
define_a_contingency as a comforting asserilonis that  peach the impression. final-
self-fulfilling plan of action; the worst wouldn't neces- ly, that there are true ¢on-
it you have enough contl- - sarily destroy .human};md, tingoncy plans and that
. gencies lying about you can  \What he does 18 speculate here are 21s0 CCCUTTER(
. < ) ; L there are also CCCUITenges
( pick one out and use it and on various alternatives and  which are clearly foreseen,
_thouygh you -ll)t?],CICg ttOL?S% pOSSib,i_n,l_iff)_.Y‘.Z,L-_Y‘f'gl-“‘_l_d..‘,l‘ff., occurrences which can be,
it V,O‘f gi“ﬁ“‘?i’?ds fof ”fi really stavt a nuclear war  defined as contingencies
y}o}l had to be ready for any» ¢4 save West Berlin or eved only in a very loose sense,
tx{(pg. oles of simple Cepraany? 1 would hope like the creation of police
: ‘,:.r e.\a}nplgsS? simple 1of put then the Russians brutelity following the etba-.
contingency prans: obviously don't know the tion ofariot.. ™ . .
answer either and are proh- 1 spoke of parancia. It

“1 have no doubt there ave

'ﬁlsanesmilm fé‘;u S{x)éatgo 21122883 ably not interested i find- must.be wnerving for ahu-
Russia. Probably — sticking ing it any onget. how th +. man to be soLighly placed
at home — we have plans o  You can 802 ow these a5 the President. Regard ot
invade Canada and Mexico, con‘tm]bency_plans‘ hawgz_ a(,f dinary humans. and vlots
and it would probably be fected us in our deallics real and imagined. 1 woild
but a maiter of simple ad- with Soulhcast Asla. First say that when Ordinary Tiu-
justment to adjust pur com- of all, Pl‘eshl'ent I(gnnc_dy mav begins making contin-
puters and gyros £0 hit Lon- founc'l there was norealin- — gency plans A through’Z,
e A g with the Ly avatabie for "brush- - gne_of them calling for
“men's room at the Kremlin. fire'" action, John Foster — dumping his neighbor’s gar-
This last was always Barry Dulles kept threatening ev- bage cans and another the
_Goldwater's favorite tare eryone with nuclear.weap-  throwing of cherry bombs
vget; it “always seemed par- ons that no'one 1{1te11decL to  into this basement — this-to
‘Teularly heartless — 1 use, but you give a guy sce how he re-actsrhe may
‘mean, for goodness sake is ' Somf’;‘}eal soldiers, such as  pe looking for an honorable .
- {here no decercy? ~the Green Berets, and you | scttlement of a boundary:or
’ " « « : ha\/q a force aVallabLe fOI_“_a .he may’ Sllﬂply be gca“g
contingency. And so JFK " mad. S
.. ANYWAY, as one can see, was given his force, And ev-
. if you have enough contin-  ery - option seemed to call
~ gent plans and sp‘ec_ulat'ionsr for more force. |
: . % W = ) ’
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ers is their evidence on how
frequently high officials of the
government have ignored

professional subordinates,
whether'these professionals
were in the Pentagon,
State Department or the Cen-

tral Intelligence Agency.

. gometimes the unpleasant
or 'fn_on—conforming” data was screened out by
-.White. IIOLise a'.ssistants,' sometimes by the
“President. T o
“The Vietnam papers don’t of course, tell the
whole story. SR

o o O

]. TIAVE knowledge of one reasonably high
official with access to President Johnson aad
with some considerable technical “skill at
analyzing military action "reports who, in a
face-to-face session, warned the President that
4he Tonkin Gulf messages from the officers in
that affair were too vague and inconclusive,
and-that they should be treated with extreme
caution,

President Johnson looked up and said sharp-

YOH DAYLY FEWS
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A moST worrisome aspect:- Jy: When your advice is wanted you {x’il'l be? .

of the Pentagon Vielnam pap- =

facte presented by their own.
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asked for it. Good day. . ,
- There followed shortly after a transfer to a
post out of the direct line of action. e
_Those who said what plcased the President.
- were mqvcgl in closer to his ear.. s

v .6 o

. . B .- ¥
B UT there arc other examples from one ad-
ministration and another. ) ’
The evidence of the technicians was largely”
. jignored in the Bay of Pigs invasion. They
- ‘yeere, in the main, overruled by men with little
or no experience in this type of operation.
~ The technical evidence of the Defense De-
partment’s own top cxperts in guerritla strate-
T gy and tactics was largely passed over in
planning and fighti'ng the Vietnam war. Search
and destroy sweeps, aerial bombings of the
_type routinely orde.red', the use of large num-
bers ol conventional troops —all were anathe-

ma (o those high officials and officers most
experienced in guerrilla operations.

More recently, the Pentagon’s own official-

rosearch study on the lessons learned from the
Vietnam war to be applied in any future simi-
lar situation has been put on the shelf. Tt
hasn't been contradicted; it has been ignored.
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